LEON DAVIDSON 



EMPHASIS ON: 



64 PROSPECT STREET 
WHITE PLAINS. N€W YORK 10606 



SPECIALIZING IN: 



Cot! and Ranfal Raducfion 
Debugging Provisions 
Documentation 
Problem Definition before 



CONSULTING AND DESIGN SERVICES 



914 WH 9-0890 



Pushbutton Telephone Dials 
Computerized Communities 
Console and Terminal Techniques 
Mass Pile Organization 
On-Line Terminal Systems 
Public Service Computing Systems 
Real-Time Multi-Terminal Systems 
Shared-Time User Techniques 
Telecommunication 
Telephone Input Applications 



Alphanumeric Input via 



Solution 

Programming Coordination 



METROPROCESSING 



and Management 
Reduced Usage of System 



per Unit of Results 
Standardized Subroutines 
User's Viewpoint 



December 8, 1967 



Mr* Harold Weisberg 
Route 7 

Frederick, Md. 21701 
Dear Mr. Vfeisbergi 

I have Just finished readinsr "Oswald in New Orleans", and want 
to compliment you on the sheer magnitude, as well as the bravery, 
of your effort. I am waiting with interest for the next book to 
appear, which I have already placed an order with you, for. 

May I point out one plade in the book where you seem to have 
misled yourself I in a minor way. On page 220 you devote most of the 
space to Betty Parent, and the apparent reason is your belief that 
the FBI had given her two names to identify. If it weren't for this, 
her stoiy would be unworthy of so much space in your book. 

Now, it seems clear to me, and would also seem obvious to you 
on reconsideration, that what Miss Parent meant when she said that^ 
about associating an individiAl with either name . was that the only- 
individual she could associate with the name "CLAY" or the name 
"BERTRAND" was Clay Gould, and this only because of the first-name 
equality. She evidently knew no-one who had "Bertrand" as a name, 
and this innocent statement of hers referred to "name" as being 
either given name or surname, whereas you constru4d"name" to mean 
legal name, consisting of both given name and surname. 

So much for that minor point. 

More of interest to me is to find out just what you mean on 
p.256 when you say "The Commission pidnted the disproof..." of 
Gongora's story. Your only citation to the commitsion's files 
is to exhibit 1444, and I find no shred of disproof in that. 

In fact, I don't even find the usual Weisberg approach in your 
pages on this episode (pp. 256—259) • You seem almost vituperative 
in making Gongoras out to be utterly without a possible shred of 
truth to his stoiy. You refer to him as a "certified madman", etc. 
Isn't there anything to his story that nd^t be investigated and 
found true, such as the address in Miami he gave for Balart, or the 
fate of ^ony VaronA's daughter at the hands of "Batlstianos" dogs? 



'^COMPUTER TIME USEOr AND MEMORY SPACE OCCUPIED, ARE COST ITEMS, NOT REVENUE ITEMS.** 



On pp. 383 of’^Oswald in New Orleans" you describe stories 
of right-wing plots, Mafia "contracts", Minuteraen, etc., as tape- 
recorded or overheard by presumably knowledgable people, and you 
present them, as stories, fairly, and without denigrating the people 
involved and influencing the reader to believe or disbelieve. 

Why is it that in the ^ongora story you are so one-sided in your 
present ati6n? I hasten to say that I don*t believe for a moment that 
Castro wanted or was involved in the assassination of Pres. Kennedy. 
However, there are anti-Castro ^bans who might have been involved, 
aren't there, and could not 0ongora*s story hang together if one 
assumes that it was anti-Castro elements within Cuba who were in- 
volved? 

The connection between Ferrie and the Mafia ought to bo explored 
more in depth than you have done so far. On p. 321 you say Ferrie 
worked for the Mafia's lawyer in the trial of Marcello. On p. 386 
the Mafia is mentioned as the sovirce of hired assassins, possibly. 

I suggest that the three men who are the subject of the enclosed 
copy ef a letter I wrote to one of your "photograph analysts" recently, 
might have been "hired hands" of the conspirators, although not 
themselves trigger men. In this letter, I disauss the photographs 
in the Lj^fe and Post articles of a few weeks ago. How come these 
photos haven't been available in the Archives? Or published in 
books such as yours? 

I*d appreciate a note from you, if you have time, as to how 
things are going, and whether your "photograj^" crew has come up 
with bystander photos shewing the right-hand curb between TSBD 
and Stemmons sign in more detail than those published by these 
two magazines, during the moments before the first shot. 



Best wishes. 




Leon Davidson 







